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To Whom It May Concern:

The following are some of my own personal comments on the sprouting industry, and my
response regarding the recommended guidelines. Although my personal comments may
not be relevant to the recommended guidelines, they are relevant to the state of the
industry at the present time. Thank you in advance for any considerations that may be
taken.

While there have been incidences of pathogenic outbreaks, and ultimately it is the reason
for the recent guideline set forth for the sprouting industry, I view the problem much
larger than just the outbreaks.

At the present time there are few sprout growers whose facility would pass as true food
processing facilities, and fewer yet using any control points as Standard Operating
Procedures to help prevent or eliminate any human pathogens from entering our food
supply. As noted in the recommendations, seed production, seed producers, and seed
distributors are also a problem that must be addressed.

There are some growers in business that should never have been granted a food-
processing license by the local inspectors. I believe this has been done due to the fact that
sprouters have been viewed as growing agricultural products indoors, and somehow their
practices and facilities have been accepted. I have argued for 10 years that we must be
viewed as food processors, and I knew that by not upgrading the industry to that level,
given enough time, the industry would be in the state that it is in today (at a crisis level).

While there are many sprout companies who have been responsible and have taken steps
to help make their product and the industry safe, they are now paying the price for those
who have ignored the problems in the industry. Because the industry has not had any
mandatory guidelines that should have been implemented and enforced years ago, the
industry is now facing what I feel are unreasonable requirements. Those companies that
have endeavored to achieve a level of safe production, now have to pay the price because
of those who have not. This includes everyone from the seed processors to the growers.



1 . is it reaily necessary to test every crop?

If the greatest potential problem is path.ogens  on the seed, then seed producers must bz
held accountable for treating ‘and handling seeds as food products. This means not storing
them in barns or warehouses that are not food grade facilities. This also means
accountability from the time it is harvested as seed to the time it is delivered to the sprout
grower. It should be mandatory at this time that all seed suppliers have KK”CP  programs
in place, which would include adequate testing methods to insure sprout growers that
they nre rensonahl~  sure the seed they are purchasing are free  of pathogens. All seed
producers 2nd distributors for the sprouting industc  sfzould  lx inspzctzd and regulat&
immediately.

4s4;i~ing tttz conditions  in the above paragraph were in place.  ff a sprout <grower is using
t!x SS~C s~ccd lot f0r a long period of time. and they have implcmtntcd  a 1’pgufm testjnz
prowarn (say once a week), wouid that not be an adequate  indicator that the seed is free
of pathogens?

2. 1s it really necessary to view each drum as a batch, and not view multiple drums
or an entire days harvest as a batch?

1 believe that by setting a volume of seed as being the criteria for a batch, and not a piece
itf aquipm~nt  (ie.  Drums), the same level of effective testing (as is recommended) could
be nchieved.  If we set the limit at, say ZOO Ibs., it would not matter how many drums or
trays were planted, the cut off point for the batch would be 200 Ibs. .

If that was divided into 4 drums, and lest water was taken from each  drum (100 ml), and
a composite of the f0ur drums was tested (NO ml), it should give us an adequate test if
pathogens were  present. My reasoning is this:

nl)j!cJ it j% ‘;ommon  prxtice for the scientfic  community to perform two tests side by
.iii!i;  to iE:jLKC accurac~~:  iftk should not  be npplizd  in the zase of testing  sprouts. 11~
argument is that if regular testing is being done, say once a. week or 2 batches each week,



It states in the recommendations that “as more effective treatments or other food safe+
controls are identified and implemented, the current recommendations.. . . . . . . . may be
ihanged.” At this time all growers are placed in the same category, which is not fair.
‘There are some with written SOP’s, and written and documented H.4CCP and GMP
programs.

If the ??DA holds all sprout growers to the same standards, it will eliminate the bad
g-owers.  However, if the FDA makes the recommendations: and does not hold cornparries
accountable, thr: companies who adhere  to the regulations will  he out of business. They
would not be able to compete with people who do not comply with the regulations or
recommendations. You will put the good growers out of business, and wvh;lt  you wi!!
have left are tlrt: bad growers.

.Again thmk yw in advance for any considerations.

Frank Crikelair
Sunrise Farms, Inc.
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